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The Influence of Impulse Buying Tendency on Impulse Buying
Intention:
The effect of prospect theory by intention of pure discount as mediator
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A 72 B 5 FT 18 25 (trait theory in psychology; TTP) ;fﬁ FEdTdo27 B 3 12 35 (prospect theory; PT) »

* < ¥ B Bhs pL T M » (impulse buying tendency; IBT) % &8 tbeé P § R, BF (impulse buying intention;
IB)enjis * > 8g0 % ~ M2 jhd 2 SonIBT KFE RIS & 47408 B ¥ 5k nIBlb 5 247 0% 9ok
] zﬁpfégp.zﬁa‘%a‘rmlBl PP LA RIBTZIBlIZ ey /i S8 A A% % 548 71 Bbddiz 4 ik
A HEA o FHA A Amos 214k 48 34 7 % 7 12 F1 % 4 17 (confirmatory factor analysis; CFA) 2 &
= 47 #-74] (structural equations modeling; SEM) & 47 o & = m?}‘k THF A A et LY H£iE
B RATI ek BPTOIES - ATTPOT it 4 T irw e % 1 (DITdeHEPTrck » ¢ 3

1Bl : (QIBTa# 73 & % R & 4 SenlBl (3)# 47404 Bl > &IBTZIBIZ B § 354 ¢ 4
% 5 2 (4)3 A SPIBl > fot ¢ M B b afp 3T BP -
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BAAEIYE o dpd WRER NGO E F AR R MRS AY LR LS
SR G SR R RBE R R R 2 blde ARt B B R Y SR E
THEaAY ~Fuladtde  ApME SH R B L ade g - 3 #1234 4% (Chen, Lin, &
Chen, 2012; Park, Kim, Funches, & Foxx, 2011; Tafesse & Korneliussen, 2012; Verhagen & van
Dolen, 2011; B. Verplanken & Herabadi, 2001; Xuanxiaoging, Yang, & Huang, 2012) - {74 * § &
Pk e By DT A P FE ALY R 7 R - B IR



(Beatty & Elizabeth Ferrell, 1998; Park et al., 2011; Punj, 2011; Rook & Fisher, 1995; Sharma,
Sivakumaran, & Marshall, 2010; Verhagen & van Dolen, 2011; B. Verplanken & Sato, 2011; B.
Verplanken & Herabadi, 2001; Yi & Baumgartner, 2011)-% % & B B % ¥ B frenS e 2/ 2 Wik
B(hetr 2 ¢ WE) > #5 L 5 §F 7 it 4w airds pb§ (0. A Lee & Kacen, 2008) -

frde PR RIS hD Y H b FEFA L aER R 2 5 4 3 3 4 (Jones, Reynolds,
Weun, & Beatty, 2003; Park et al., 2011; Sharma et al., 2010; Verhagen & van Dolen, 2011)- 5 3¥ % =
o T flgctted R o bldhe T B ORR  ASE T 0 ¢ ERG o WAk o RRDEE  2 R
e % % (Jones et al., 2003; Tafesse & Korneliussen, 2012; B. Verplanken & Herabadi, 2001)- & * i*
WD - Afp - AR T AR AL R PRI ELART NE ETFERSLE S
ﬁé%iﬁ@&ﬁ°&ﬁﬂ%’$ﬁ{ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁfﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁgﬂ&mf‘%ﬁ% iy
A {7 A enis % (Hostler, Yoon, Guo, Guimaraes, & Forgionne, 2011; Jones et al., 2003; Tafesse &
Korneliussen, 2012; Vohs & Faber, 2007; Yi & Baumgartner, 2011) -

s T2 B BT I8 24 (Trait Theory in Psychology; TTP)E_4 #f 4 .47 3 ch— &= i (Kassin, 2003)
PH %S 7dr L 47 3 B2ehip] £ (Jones et al., 2003; Rook & Fisher, 1995; B. Verplanken &
Herabadi, 2001) » * ®R&\FFF AR TE L 75 ~ B2 2 F oy 2855(B. Verplanken & Herabadi,
ZWDO%%mwgﬁﬁﬂm'd%jmﬁ%%%wv{%%ﬁﬁﬁmWﬁ%ﬁ{m’%%A?

FBAE-RELR > RN R Fk hird B 7 5 0 F ik (Rook & Fisher, 1995; B.

Verplanken & Herabadi, 2001; S. Weun, Jones, & Beatty, 1997; S. Weun, Jones, & Beatty, 1998) - i+
WG - ARGy RBCEERTIESL L SHY U TA SRR F A S
s R e B GO IR A SR Y A 0 RN DA SN hiFER T 75
& B 93 (Cheema & Kaikati, 2010; Jones et al., 2003) °

& % 12 5 (Prospect Theory; PT) (Kahneman & Tversky, 1979) ehZ FE Ak (FE Tk~ A ek
FEFMREP AR RF YR HALEFRCEE RY NG E L AT LA A% -
#A G F 2 - o> £ oo+ po& (Daniel Kahneman) - \‘1{%:“20134?&31J 0P B AP EH -+
MR B IR R A A A R T o {3 0 202002 ESEEEL R EAER
(Flyvbjerg, 2006) - & ¥ 323 ch= sf >k > @ BIE™ fsF 50§ OBER (75 2 B R F o Blde
FE RS et —fE RAE TG T g @4 (Karmarkar & Tormala, 2010; Weber & Chapman,
2005) ; A dock chf® — ) AT UF R LG o FRERIE G | ik £ (Zhao &
Meyer, 2007) ; 12 % & dsc S s % — ek M endo i A o RO BT I R-T) i F i
(Climaco, 2004) » k@ » B ¥ s Vit € L P A REHFFTARE > b d AP RE FLHE rd

AR hifd ¢ B Y gk Hilrh Y LR S LG P REGERRRL
AR hp g B4t KA S B 5 ’M$ﬁﬁﬁﬁmv%ﬁ@%$@ﬁm%%oéﬁ
TR R IR AR R A AT T AT T B e AT 2 B 2 I ik 2 pted pEE LR o
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ferds bR (impulse buying; IB)SU} § § 7 2L ¥ - BEL M % > 22 60F - rds pE R
CRE-FMERARRAL - R W S R B R AT > R Y iR chp i (impulsive
buying)” 3 ”[#£3+ 4 MR (% Pb)][unplanned buymg(purchasing)]” - (Abratt & Goodey, 1990; Beatty &
Elizabeth Ferrell, 1998; Clover, 1950; De Kervenoael, Aykac, & Palmer, 2009; J. A. Lee & Kacen,
2008; Sharma et al., 2010)

i R - BRARD A Z R AT Lo - BEFERHEE AL EE
EER= ‘,% ¥ Rlm IR 4 g oo 5 F A {riE # (Bayley & Nancarrow, 1998; Park et al., 2011; Rook
& Fisher, 1995; Sharma et al., 2010) - § #Fd+pF » B A € AN 2L B ~ 22K &2 = TR g > @
raE¥ ¢ RHE T MY A 57 o (Honkanen, Olsen, Verplanken, & Tuu, 2012; Hostler et al., 2011;
Jones et al., 2003; Park et al., 2011; B. Verplanken & Herabadi, 2001) -

21 #rH LY B

frds b f e A - LR DDA EF Y RAG T FHEE F 2 F LT Rl -
(Hostler et al., 2011; Jones et al., 2003; Sharma et al., 2010; Tafesse & Korneliussen, 2012; B.
Verplanken & Herabadi, 2001; Yi & Baumgartner, 2011) - i3 7 7 & f I brd BEE B (230304
REF m 23 7 i - BRLOBMAE ¥ E (Beatty & Elizabeth Ferrell, 1998; Punj, 2011; Rook
& Fisher, 1995; Sharma et al., 2010; B. Verplanken & Herabadi, 2001) - r4 firé: pi-§ ¥ 22 43 7 4
FEAER  VEBLRLOBME 75 5 (Altman & Rogoff, 1987; Jones et al., 2003; B.
Verplanken & Herabadi, 2001; Yi & Baumgartner, 2011) - 3 1 { 43 7 f2{cig Rl AE 2 M % - ¥
B A AREE Ik R R §  hird R 1w (Beatty & Elizabeth Ferrell, 1998; Jones et al.,
2003; Rook & Fisher, 1995; B. Verplanken & Herabadi, 2001) -

%'%’E’ B RBE R D F SR 0 Bde BT 2 2% (Theory of Reasoned Action; TRA)
(Ahrholdt, 2011; Ajzen & Fishbein, 1980; Fishbein & Ajzen, 1975) » j& & ¥ 13niv i 2 & A Aol
Wotrbe g EEp A F Y RV - AR T B - B e R R e
BEEFAAN T RO AF 0 - 2 6 A3 (blde M2 2B E DT L) 2 5 - 2 5 4
B G2 T o g 2o £) (Ajzen, 2001; B. Verplanken & Herabadi, 2001) -

FLFYCET B EY e P 2 A S I LA Sonilr LR M e K chgp
Btk 2 g enfirds Y (75 0 w22 m A A i wenfird LR (7 5 & 4P BE 5% (Jones et al.,
2003) 4o B pEFE T RCEAER - Al HER 2L KV EHE 2 4p i EF 4) (Ayalla Ruvio,
Aviv Shoham, & Maja Makovec Brencic, 2008; Snyder & Fromkin, 1977; Tian, Bearden, & Hunter,
200)E Y vt A & KEBB A FarLn s ARELRP o MEE > k- B A &
EREPZLE > BEFRE RO A AR S 7 (Cheema & Kaikati, 2010;
Jones et al., 2003) -

22 BBtk

#p % v 3234 (expected utility theory; EUT)32 5 i 4 45 &3 b ' 163 £ & ht = (Bernoulli,
1954) - & * 12 3 (Prospect Theory; PT)( (t4d = = # « + & Daniel Kahnemans? e B 2« 4% 587
A Amos Tversky %1979 #13% 1) $48p ¥ s * 3235 (EUT)#& 11 #+ 7=(Kahneman & Tversky, 1979) : #F
FHm ik B Y BB Y Broek RERTE 2 T HERER PG R FE T - R F Ao
LA et g o ARG S EREARE LY - SR A AR Tk (certainty



effect; CE))(Kahneman & Tversky, 1979; Karmarkar & Tormala, 2010; Weber & Chapman, 2005) ; #
ToAPET BT EEF Y §RARANPESE F — B e AR AL A x5 (isolation
effect; IE)(Kahneman & Tversky, 1979; Zhao & Meyer, 2007) ; %= » f o h B ¥ B HEF 0 »
B e i e — o fEaE AIARFE AR 5ok (reflection effect; RE)(Climaco, 2004; Kahneman &
Tversky, 1979) o 28 @ » 1Tl B ¥ ok & A L i ¥ SWNE R BH R (75 o

2.2.1 & 3% (certainty effect; CE)

A A dend g o AR I S0 LRERE TN - AR A S AR kS (certainty
effect; CE) (Kahneman & Tversky, 1979; Karmarkar & Tormala, 2010; Weber & Chapman, 2005) - &
dot T PR - & R ? A % (3,000, 90%), B % : (6,000, 45%) o

Autd ko Ak B op ka2 E(expert value; EV) -
EV (A) = 3,000 * 90% = 2,700; EV (B) = 6,000 * 45% = 2,700 - N = 66 — A: [86%] > B:
[14%] -
PTG 86% R hE A% a T} 1A% R ER B %
2.2.2 & oz (isolation effect; IE)
FOBREEIEYFLERAPETELEER T RIINGPL G 0 Y g EERA
B PRTOR F L S AERGS N E AL T - ReifpdF 0 Fl G A FPRE Y AT
Wik nEFRfpE A 23 RT3 HEAL A RNRFLE - SRR FARH
% 4 #r»c % (isolation effect; IE) (Kahneman & Tversky, 1979; Zhao & Meyer, 2007) o 5]4e s
J& 11T EvEEk o
(1) - %3 = % C:(4,000,20%), * % D: (3,000, 25%) -
#.C,D= > %-EV(C)=4,000*20% = 800; EV (D) = 3,000 * 25% = 750°N =95 — C:
[65%)] > D: [35%] -

(2) A H3p: H3LT5%IR G FiF T e iﬁif.&;q‘\ﬁ;gk @ 250%F E A A2 HF2
% E: (4,000, 80%), = % F: (3,000, 100%) -
tEFA B> %o
EV (E) = 4,000 * 25% * 80% = 800 = EV (C); EV (F) = 3,000 * 25% * 100% = 750 = EV
(D) -
N =95 — E: [20%] < F: [80%] -
AR AErER PXEHXF v AN 5 0.25*%0.8=0.20 § 4,000 %
0.25*1.0=0.25 $.3,000 &= % & 7> 2 C% > %2 D4p k> 5 (4,000, 0.20) % (3,000, 0.25) -
R o MRS B DRHFEE LA Fiho
2.2.3 F &¢3< % (reflection effect; RE)
foo B Y FREET e DB RS OE R - & AR FE Ak 52 % (reflection
effect; RE) (Climaco, 2004; Kahneman & Tversky, 1979) - F]t > & ¥ ek & € Fl4EF 0 & 5 >
mAAAE ipEFEAE(LEA 1) 2% 1¢ > EV(G)=3,000*90% =2,700; EV (H) = 6,000 *
45% = 2,700 = EV (G); EV (I) = - 3,000 * 90% = - 2,700 = - EV(G); EV (J) = - 6,000 * 45% = -
2,700 =EV (I) = - EV(H) »



I B Y et & jow B Yt %

G: (3,000, 90%), H: (6,000, 45%) I: (-3,000, 90%), J: (-6,000, 45%)

N = 66 — G: [86%] > H: [14%] N =66 — I: [8%] < J: [92%]

2.3 § $irdoenird B F A5

Bt AR 3 # MR 0B 42 %1% 2 - (Dittmar & Drury, 2000; M. Y. Lee, Kim, & Fairhurst,
2009; Michael, Stephen, Susan, & Rebekah, 2006; Nafari & Shahrabi, 2010) - #.:i7 » 7 - = 3
FHEe IR F oy @Y B RBEEEnTR o R R PR b %ﬁi ?
+ (e)tbrde pL§ hE & F1% (Parketal, 2011) o b e ¥ — JEAT G A 0AE § S IR 0 k01—
e PR chBod) 0 A W@ SUSussex+ £ o $425-35k B 4 B A 2 R AR LR R B
HRBT YRR R R A B0t B0 At L g4 16.1% (55/341) 0 AT 4 9 F 22.6%
(65/288) (Dittmar, Beattie, & Friese, 1995) -

W ‘*"j FEPE T TR ITRA 2 RFPEFA 22F 7 (Lo et al.,, 2011; Weber &
Chapman, 2005) o FlGfbrdo PR M2t E MR T 2N g R g A o SF RAEE TR
SRE 2 E R X FRBEFS(Loetal, 2011) rra o R ETICZE 4 A e MR B
g9l § Fordpif (Loetal, 2011) - i@ * K en @ Lctp BB Senf feot g 2 T 6
B aRR L‘ﬁi 7 ® %(Loetal., 2011; Verhagen & van Dolen, 2011; Wood, 1998) -

T RAT A RKER SR Irc R SR ok e BT A T 2R T 7 5 -
7 a4t A AR B A S47 5 % (Lo et al., 2011; Weber & Chapman, 2005) » ¥ 3§
WE LI AR T YRR RE 6 o - B2 E(Wood, 1998) o § P A e
fentie fF L dg B2 T AR R R R 0 - A R E o T LG AR e Bl
L e g L % oopF A ire(Weber & Chapman, 2005; Wood, 1998) > { 3 X v » 2 { ¥ i
And L EBA AR BAE S A3 EEH N & K" (Wood, 1998) -

o »— JE



3. Fi‘ﬁﬂ]ﬁ‘%ﬁ& Bk

A 45 7 (personality trait) @ A& 2% & 17 5 ~ B2 2 Fa 0¥ fH05Y (Kassin, 2003) - o 2 &
FF F 23 (Trait Theory in Psychology; TTP)E_4 .47 3 efi— f6 2 2 » iyt fE@RLEL > 4 %&%‘g{&%
PRAAHETT BRAF LR a P §REFE SR IME > ¢ HEEF R A
FAREFE LRy > Do H @ EmEky { § F 7%k 4F (Cheema & Kaikati, 2010; Jones et al., 2003; B.
Verplanken & Herabadi, 2001) « #7737 A B FH FRG(TTP)2 Lok p B % » 2 2P 7
A1 (2 B1)(Jones et al., 2003; Rook & Fisher, 1995; B. Verplanken & Herabadi, 2001; S. Weun et al.,
1997; S. Weun et al., 1998) -

IBI(DEPT)
IBT [ o= 2 ¥:)
TrE MR R (At $iczr
EXIBEHITE)
IBIPD
Hab(+) % B A Soth Haa(+)
MiFdeen [N (B3D)
#e6BLY AT | | s IBIP(DEPT)
+ B A Ech
H1b(-) Hila(+) Mi"? £ %3
(y41) (y31) / (€ Sataki -
B2 mgscsk)
H3a(+) 1 H3bH)
(Ba3) | (B34)
H2b() Hoa(+) \ IBIU(DEPT)
(y32) WA &
(v42) YY1
s P R-ER (>t drde
. o s IBIUD 25 oot o
gt el wraxe // B g ok
H5b(+) 4 3ot H5a(+)
(ve2) oot ¥ g | | (B4

W 1 R HCA B R R
A7 N E BB BRd BEE MR v (impulse buying tendency; IBT) ¥t f=#: BB £ A (impulse
buying intention; IBI):782 58 (Jonesetal.,2003) - 77 % &2 & ¢ 7 ~ LA 52 HEFE & * L& 5
rd P Mo * A E RS BRE £ # % (Cheema & Kaikati, 2010; Jones et al.,, 2003; B.
Verplanken & Herabadi, 2001); #4F A& S cnfrdph ¥l e o A ERH ~ 2L RV EH 2 4p iy
HEd = BRE 1‘#& (Cheema & Kaikati, 2010; Tian et al., 2001) -
PRt A R () > AW TR AT RS R R i
7 L 5 ¥ € wad ed R (Honkanen et al., 2012; Lo et al., 2011, Park et al., 2011; Tafesse &
Korneliussen, 2012) o 4% > & < 340 B ¥ 52 % o5 (Kahneman & Tversky, 1979) £2 fir#: ¥
LAEadE A AR PRI SRl AR A X BRI B B s B R
(Karmarkar & Tormala, 2010; Weber & Chapman, 2005) « p* ¢t » ¥ 37techifrd LR LR~ 7 i € 4
frds PR Mo 2 FR MR R TP AT Z T HRAY > ek 2 Ak A B Y
Wahemedk » G4 g e BATIonfnT o F bpank LB AT E v B Y (| AT dohf v B
FEAVREFLHE) BBy AT & KOS ITdehirR Y A TR P HA R
BREE E AT R S R TR (X2 K)o B2 0 R4 B0 K PR R
TH 2602 d APt Fanhier F4 7505 RERE S F AT Lot o
BRI FEES Jeo AR F_& P LT (impulse buying; IB) 3 ‘- B R A ez = T gpit

‘mk—



FoMY AR TG Y LR v A EE a2 24 p A 0 (Jones et al., 2003; Rook & Fisher,
1995; Verhagen & van Dolen, 2011; B. Verplanken & Herabadi, 2001) - & 7 £ #u ok By fae& 3k eh

SRR EEES S LE TR AL SR



ndh (% 1) & 4 2k
IB: Erde LR A - B R M eHE 2T (Jones et al., 2003; Rook & Fisher,
e PR PER o MRS AR w2 MR R 1995; Verhagen & van Dolen, 2011;
v E 234 9% 24 p i B, Verplanken & Herabadi, 2001)
7 o
IBT : B A7 ay g deds BER 942 o (Honkanen et al., 2012; Jones et al.,

s LR

IBTP : B AT RN X A 5 e T
L AR SR S e SMRAE o

IBTU : B AT B A S e
WA S Y e SRR o

IBI : i it R AR o
b P Y AR
IBIP (DEPT) : R TIe R B Bk o i §

< WA e R R & AR S iE R AR
(R B2 magon A o
%)

IBIU (DEPT) : ANdric B B 2
T A Fafirds BEY LR j b A K rds R R RR chAR
(R 4rder B Y 322k }i °

LR A

*)

IBIPD : RS AT o F e
4 A e e A St Y LR AR R o
[ AW

IBIUD : FRREE B EIELEN D
piE= e P L A e BEE BB AR o

A SN

2003; Tafesse & Korneliussen, 2012;
B. Verplanken & Herabadi, 2001)
(Honkanen et al., 2012; Jones et al.,
2003; Tafesse & Korneliussen, 2012;
B. Verplanken & Herabadi, 2001)
(Cheema & Kaikati, 2010; Ruvio,
Shoham, & Brencic, 2008; Snyder &
Fromkin, 1977; Tian et al., 2001)
(Fishbein & Ajzen, 1975; Omar &
Owusu-Frimpong, 2007; Rook &
Fisher, 1995; B. Verplanken &
Herabadi, 2001)

(Fishbein & Ajzen, 1975; Omar &
Owusu-Frimpong, 2007; Rook &
Fisher, 1995; B. Verplanken &
Herabadi, 2001)

(Cheema & Kaikati, 2010; Climaco,
2004; Kahneman & Tversky, 1979;
Karmarkar & Tormala, 2010; Snyder
& Fromkin, 1977; Zhao & Meyer,
2007)

(Honkanen et al., 2012; Jones et al.,
2003; Tafesse & Korneliussen, 2012;
B. Verplanken & Herabadi, 2001)
(Cheema & Kaikati, 2010; Ruvio et
al., 2008; Snyder & Fromkin, 1977;
Tian et al., 2001)

3.1 WFt g e (IBT)H &6 B E LA (1B1) B 5
L epT g e HE 0 BB Y e (IBT) &t e 7L
Herabadi, 2001) > 4% 2 & & cnfbrdo B 2w (IBT) > 4558 € &

5 # (B. Verplanken &

PER S
R LY. ol 3 - N S e



APRE B > S AP B KF W) A Fenibeds T (7 5 BE P (Jones et al., 2003) o 7 — Axfdip] ot e pF o 1Y
A S kR g Ry e (IBT)H R LY 7 5 8 € 3 {47 3R> % (Jones et al.,
2003; Midgley & Dowling, 1978) « G4 @ — B % M3 S % » #{ b2 2 f BE LS
Fg AU AL R o Bptgp R B BOREIL R F TR MR RERT il A
#(Cheema & Kaikati, 2010; Simonson & Nowlis, 2000; Snyder & Fromkin, 1977) -

FRADGFY AT AL BB A NE RE A Sanfiri bl e (IBT)H < R4
S b A St B A BB o < RA S b A Fohifrde LR M e (IBT) 0 © Ak
RV AP LA it Y RABE(IB) G SFIERIF]F 0D T A § ML DA Banirds i
¥ % FE % (Jones et al., 2003; B. Verplanken & Herabadi, 2001) - F]pt > »0 7 Bk Ak 4 ¢
Hla: +« % 2 S ehifrd B e (IBTP) %+ M S ehifrd B F LA IT4o 8 B ¥ B %0k
%)[IBIP(DEPT)]§ & & chgs 45
Hib: < % & Zihfrd i o (IBTP) 9 b & & enifrd B8 2B (A3 47408 B ¥ 1% 5%
%)[IBIUDEPT)]} § o crfli 4 ¢
H2a: 4 A4 S onird BE M (IBTU)H B8 A S ahird B LR (AN 7402 B ¥ 3%k
5)[IBIU(DEPT)]# & # 548 -
H2b: B4 4 S oitrd S e (IBTUYSR * T4 Sonirds B LA (AN 37dc 2 B ¥ 1k«
5)[IBIP(DEPT)]§ § o chgs 45

Cm\

324 Mg Zentird B AR (A ITic e B ¥ 30 % )[IBIP(DEPT)] & i & Fenifrds piLE &
(AW $de B B2 2% % )[IBIUDEPT)|2 B ehp fa > 12 3 8 Iictrd Y LR
(IBIPD£ IBIUD)#q¥ 4 i®#

BT AR Rl (R ) AR C GEY R F TN A

R Rl 3 7 i € ) ed pEE (Honkanen et al., 2012; Lo et al., 2011; Park et al., 2011,

Tafesse & Korneliussen, 2012) - ﬁ?&#v-ﬁ PR A 3 0 R R G il hTF o F

PEo R F AR % R R 51 (Bayley & Nancarrow, 1998; Rook & Fisher, 1995; Sharma et al.,

2010; B. Verplanken & Herabadi, 2001) o % & ** ¢t 3% chf] (bl 4e @ Ff b chd7de 2 %5 M1 #2) (Lo et

al., 2011; Nafari & Shahrabi, 2010; Park et al., 2011) » 5% ¢ =51 7 ﬂ trd- PL . (Dittmar & Drury,

2000; M. Y. Lee et al., 2009; Michael et al., 2006) -

vy onird R LAR(IBI) o § #4740 £ & sh(Lo et al., 2011; Park et al., 2011;

Tafesse & Korneliussen, 2012) o #1787 3 4 IR > F &4~ M~ o~ > 2 e il

FHT FERETN Y H R 87 nird p (Kacen, Hess, & Walker, 2012) « # #7 § chffrds b

FOARE O P WA RITI o A T f 3B Y 1% ha IF sk % (FE Tk % 87 4 an % )(Karmarkar &

Tormala, 2010; Weber & Chapman, 2005) - ] > ;ﬁ Btedrdo 2 B Bk eh WA Renfirds i

F L AFIBIP(DEPT) 3 i #4740 & B 2 3035 cnjp # & 5 enibeds bR LAFIBIU(DEPT) - 7 ik § 2

AT D e PR o gk s i dechibed R R EE(IBIPDZ IBIUD) ™ i &b » cnB ) £ A &

Aot B ¥ ox %k chifeds BT X BE [(IBIP(DEPT) 2 IBIU(DEPT)] » @ e B M » (IBIPT 22

IBIUT)» ¥ it i i 5 37 de chifrds PLE @/ﬁﬁaslngﬁlBMD)f’nﬂ ATEr o @ sp B A B AT e

B Y vk chiieds BEE R FE[IBIP(DEPT) 2 IBIU(DEPT)] A 4 & e 48 o Fpb > 11T Bk ALk

dr e
a0



H3a: ~ B2 5 chibes B § 48 (47402 B 2 524 > % )[IBIP(DEPT)] 4 b 2 A 5 chibrs B §
LE(A 47402 B ¢ 1% % )[IBIUDEPT)]$ & & e 3 -

H3b: jb4r & & chifrds pE§ LR (A 04740 8 B 3 1234 5 % )[IBIU(DEPT) 14 = % & 5 enfirds b §
Twﬁ(zé*v:‘#ﬂr%—%’ E ¥ 3% % )[IBIP(DEPT)]§ & & chs 3§ -

Hda: + 8 5 47de it b § L AE(IBIPD)# = B & 5 chifrds L E R AF (A 47402 B 7 3
# 22 %)[IBIP(DEPT)]} & v i 5 -

Hab: * .4 & chcinlird: phF 9 (IBTP) § 48 % 04 Ko 45 o e . L AF (IBIPD) e10?
ATE% o A ROE Bt iR (AT 740 & B 3 323592 % )[IBIP(DEPT)]§ & % e

3;3 o
H5a: B4 & & e #%h’%‘rmfh—ﬁv?ﬁ‘_% LA (IBIUD) % s & 5 enifrds R L AE (A 47dc 2 B2 1
# > % )[IBIU(DEPT)]F & 28

HSb: db 4 & & eneniieds iR (IBTU) § 59 Jb 4 2 & a0 47 Jo entieds i § LR (IBIUD) ¢
GTEr s $HbE A Shibes BEE AR 37308 B ¥ 3% 5 % )[IBIUDEPT)] 3 & %
zgz °

41 8%
Hog- A BN ERARAIF R ERS irv,értw::n“% PHEEFRELL G oRR

¥ 435 54415 o 27 3 %+ MacCallum et al. (1996) s 3% » 3k €k %4 (power = 0.8 )% 3K -
ARMSEA < 0.05 (% i& #-3/RMSEA < 0.08) > 0. < 0.05> & * Rerp = 4 xk(http://www.r-project.org/)
Ly HED R ARS > R RHEA A d R(DF=54) &7 Al & > £EF n=202 - & AF
T A#544 > R84 % 4 (power ) > A power = 0.9986031(MacCallum, Browne, & Sugawara,
1996) » A 3 e stk A ¥ s 544 o 4 A - BTSRRI AR S Y 200 e0E Ko R
B R R R p AT TR AT R PP e o T AR B
A EgehE O e e BTk 0 B % Aot Pearson+ g 5 11.779(f o AR =18) wriT R FIH(HE)P
=0858(>0.05) (A A %) 272 P EREA L AYAF I TR I BT REALE o 28
BlENA A B 5 & 50 B B30 (1513.4%) ~ i A A BT0E(1212.9%) ~ B 4 4 fE
A F 991 (1H18.206) B = 4 A 5 £ H S 107 (1517.8%) BB ~ & § 5L ;2581 (1510.7%) ~
BT HTE 65 (1H11.9%) 0 2 Tkl 4 F 821 (1515.1%)(% R & L HIE A ) o B X5
MR R A e W AR ERORDGET PR 0 S 4R A F 5 RS T RRAR
BED ST EE S i TR GFEF RO R (R ELDER ) TR T 0T
fod o gREfaet A FFo gt ok R PRI e iae o B d 0 LRI R en T
Hbt 5] 550.0068750.00% < # ¢ > e ok iE B S] n Al S ESS(LA)E 0 B ARG SR
BESRT S Ar AR LA3

33 peyentc BRE (R =544)

A
L g 55 = K oA
(B 7 272 50.0%
s 272 50..0%

=3 Azl 139 25.5%


http://www.r-project.org/)免費提供的
http://www.r-project.org/)免費提供的

B 3 120 22.1%

AB 7 36 6.6%
07 249 45.8%

£ # (LK) <18 % 30 5.5%

19 & 98 18.0%

20 # 186 34.2%

21 99 18.2%

22 # 98 18.0%

= 23 & 33 6.1%

VR AR ) < 4999 = 196 36.0%
5,000 — 9,999 ~ 289 53.1%

> 10,000 ~ 59 10.9%

42 #F

BEFLF - T F O ENARL MRS A R TR B2 SRR AT
i b PR R S AR RE R E O RBE XGRS L Se o REX T AR AAK
e 55 (Cheema & Kaikati, 2010; Dittmar et al., 1995; Nam et al., 2007; Park et al., 2011; Sloot,
Verhoef, & Franses, 2005) c 2 3 * Lk F § * WA SR L A 5 M3 * 373 £ £ i
WA RN LR R WA R8I A S5 X AT B Y L R Tk B 4 Aok
o WA B EEe Y LR o LIS HE0 R AP S B BINA R EEFIRRE BT
MR EAE SR ARSI NP ERER o

AR Ry S i:};ﬁ%}ﬁ Rlo* SREEASHAFPY Dby e 2RE L -+ S ik
ST N 0 3PP R H RS v g B BIBR R STerG BrpE e BT A D KA i
WY e (¢ 2 F,foﬁ_m Z fF g % ) (Honkanen et al., 2012; Jones et al., 2003; Tafesse &
Korneliussen, 2012; B. Verplanken & Herabadi, 2001) » i i 3775 St F £FIE > = 5 A 5
ifrd PR e (¢ 7 Al EE R 2 s R é?ﬁfi&a Z 3B 00 é‘ufﬁ& ) (Cheema & Kaikati,
2010; Ruvio et al., 2008; Snyder & Fromkin, 1977; Tian et al., 2001) -

PERGEES A B L MY 2 o Ry e 21 - B RN B
(Climaco, 2004; Kahneman & Tversky, 1979; Karmarkar & Tormala, 2010; Zhao & Meyer, 2007) - #X
fe o ik PRE I >k cff 4 (Kahneman & Tversky, 1979) » A7 3 Blfj g & % i47dek 3t - £ F
(L A) L o M2 A A PHE T DE R F 2 R 60 AR E - ARG
MR LSRR E TR - R d Y Bt E k- Lo
43 RE

s TRIBUER LY WMo 2R R LR AT LR BT KRR 0§ A RIFILHEE
Bk A HAREA N 22T R A DF R AR - ¥ o EFRRERNT > B
R s BRIZA D LAY R F S TROCR MR ik - PLEIE P Y (G AR B TR)
(FJr, Black, Babin, & Anderson, 2010) - % = » %G00 2 FFehafe* B 4 2 7R 2= K
¥ chiF R s R A SR 0 24 U HIBTP2 IBTUR B 4298 § (M27%T 354 i (74098 2 17 (8 %
BT S He o7 F AL B B F 14550000 0 AR erd AR G FH4 ) Fe o 2B X452



1P EREIA BRI RFEDERAF L AR § 0 R B AR oonR (B¥ P RER
3P ¢ ¥75 K38 Cronbach’s > 0.7)° %1 > =T3P s @ ()EP B Y EHarek
(Q# 7% w1+ 712 & +7 (confirmatory factor analysis; CFA) 2 sz :nip| £ -4 hiz B 2122 s Q)2 F

= ;2 % B (common method variances; CMV)g I 2 4 ;7| (Chen et al., 2012; Kim & Kankanhalli, 2009;
Podsakoff, MacKenzie, Jeong-Yeon Lee, & Podsakoff, 2003; Verhagen & van Dolen, 2011) : (4) & #

A2 %57 (structural equations modeling; SEM)fz if & en 8 +7 2 B3k B3 5 (B) ¢ 4 % et gl (test of
mediators) ; (6) ¥ 3] i »x & 4 17 (cross-validation analysis) (Diamantopoulos, Siguaw, & Siguaw, 2000;
FJr et al., 2010) 22 Bollen-Stine P iz & it (Bollen & Stine, 1992) ; % (7){£ %] & IBTHIBI)#: 5% & L
T

FHArARE
51 #F § #47dc B B Y Bk JHird i | LA AR E
Lid R BRIk d §RATIOR R T LRGBS ¥ &P A

BAMFREEFL AT R ﬁgd@%ﬁkﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬂ%mﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%@ﬁ%ﬁﬁfﬁ
) 0 o B A H S kb § A B P OA oo @3 T %%
CEP1(385)(70.8%)>CEP2(159)(29.2%) ; IEP21(448)(82.4%)>IEP22(96)(17.6%) ;
EU1(392)(72.1%)>CEU2(152)(27.9%) » IEU21(451)(82.9%)>IEU22(93)(17.1%) » % % %9 » & &
P o BRI Ak (FE ROk 2 8BRSk ) HiE I LR .*(EL%\4) o )
B0 AFTF UCEPL1Z IEP2LenT 3oiE (X 4 + A 51 14740 80 B Y 3L o0 % chibrds pLT A5
[IBIP(DEPT)] » 2 CEUL IEU21 T 3218 & 4 jbdr & 5 37408 B ¥ 1 hsc % chifrds B R
BE[IBIU(DEPT)] ¥l % + 22 jhid% & Srk 2c % eh% — = %2 ed p- % 358 (CEP122 CEUL) »
H % %555 100%47 o chibeds BET BB 54 ST it LY R A T 4 R b A
eIt de bR PR LB 0 L AFIOTrR AR B - 2 R ohilrd B LA ITHe s B o)
#p > (IBIPD = CEP1, IBIUD = CEU1] = ¥ #F > 12SPSS21#i#8it (7 % WA S s 4 5 B ¥ 0%
ARSIl Y LR HHE A R T(LAD) e B Gk h T A 0 L
Ao



24 W RER AARR ek (1R d = 54)

A5 JB 3 I8 enfbeds pER 2k ot A (A ) S S . i i
4 A IR ST N TR S 385(70.8%) CEP1 2,618 481  1.043
i34 B4F A g
A& (CEPLif ¥ « 4 5 **CEP2) 159(29.2%) CEP2 2,422 445 1199
YTk (4 4 B A ) 448(82.4%) IEP21 2,756 507  1.110
244, z A 4 E
(IEP2Lif 4 « dc 3 *+1EP22) 96(17.6%) IEP22 2,364 435 1190
H 24 Jo i B2 22 34
£+ 47 021 B % »< % [IBIP(DEPT)] IBIP(DEPT) IBIP 2,687 494 0992
= (CEP1 + IEP21)/2 (DEPT)
> IBIPD
L RA g4 T de chibeds iR 2 B (IBIPD) IBIPD 2,618 4.81 1.043
R  #(IBIPO) IBIPO 1,547 284 1177
pEEs FE Rk (45 4 e A ) 392(72.1%) CEU1 2,609 4.80 960
= B A A
A& (CEULiR 5 « 4 5 - CEU2) 152(27.9%) CEU2 2,390 439 1215
YTk (e 4 B A ) 451(82.9%) IEU21 2,752 506  1.101
bz A E4 S
(IEUZLi% 4 « 4 5 27 IEU22) 93(17.1%) IEU22 2,359 434 1.207
H o ks 7 35
#3445 402 B % »c % [IBIU(DEPT)] IBIU(DEPT) IBIU 2,681 493 0938
= (CEU1 + IEU21)/2 (DEPT)
> IBIUD
WA 5 3o chiteds BEE R AE(IBIUD) IBIUD 2,609 4.80 960
R  #(IBIUO) IBIUO 1,475 271 1.090
L rd R LT $odcs G BAA R Rl n T ok
1 CEP1# |IEP21 0T 3218 % & IBIP(DEPT) » 1 CEU1#2 IEU21n-T 327 & £ IBIU(DEPT) -
#5 rd LR RBE S HR A t R (3 Adkc =544)
B ek S ES
t & X HEE
4 doin 2 iog 95% AR EORIR B
A5 L -
b BT R iy B (FE)
thid g g Tk TR
% & &  IBIP(DEPT)- IBIPD 0127 0091 0.162  7.045 543 000
B AS  IBIUDEPT) - IBIUD 0431 0095 0.168  7.048 543 000

=1 1 (1) IBIP(DEPT) = (CEP1 + IEP21)/2 » IBIU(DEPT) = (CEU1 + IEU21)/2 -

(2) IBIPD = CEU1, IBIUD =IEU1 -

Ric > Ay Ziiﬁffr/.iré‘b%‘f—‘ﬁ i@ * e 15 50% e 25 5N 0 d-X B2 jhdd A Foanfirds LY

e o 7 B 5 RF 2 K hd 5 2 BRIGERE 2 it WA B2 b A SR R e f oD



frds PR 2R en 4 B (Kukar-Kinney, Ridgway, & Monroe, 2012; Youn & Faber, 2000) - & #& ® »c %
(CE)2 & #rx %k (IE)? - EP-5 3 rd i | BT ir'aﬁ;;dﬁ[% . Z &: CEP1, IEP21, IBIP(DEPT);
2 Jb# A 5 CEUL IEU2L, IIBIU(DEPT)] » Ak & = %A &% Jh#r & S adug Tk ~ A ok » %
BRI FE ek o v p A U 20} 7 000 R RO BB R R i g T
Hoodpm B R R LAERE o B kdpd 0 AL RA SR PRAESDOE KR Y e T A
Tk~ A YRk 2 B RGFE ek it Y L LT HFLE(246)

206 RFLPHErE Y ¥ TR I i P (J Ak =544)

A LA L A t & pd R MER(EE)
L T 3ok T 3ok
(5 s * ) (231) (313)
CEP1 5.26 4.49 9.379 542 P < 0.000
IEP21 5.55 4.71 9.500 542 P < 0.000
IBIP(DEPT) 5.40 4.60 10.594 542 P < 0.000
WEAE S T3k ) S
(F & * #) (217) (327)
CEU1 5.30 4.46 11.719 542 P < 0.000
IEU21 5.60 4.70 10.268 542 P < 0.000
IBIU(DEPT) 5.45 458 12.541 542 P < 0.000

a FRES ARG e Y e b K RE A AR MR LT e

PR T IOBE A o 3 BE enlieds BT LA -

hisFar g P 0 AT B IR (CE)2 A ok (IE)Y » E5X WA 52 piFA 5
$itrh PR R ok BB ¢nT 50 (4 %A 5 CEPL, IEP2L; # #b#* A % CEUL IEU21) » §
R I L vk s B ARE(AA N 4402 B 2 sx %) - TIBIP(DEPT) = (CEP1 + IEP21)/2 -
IBIU(DEPT) = (CEUL + IEU21)/2 = #4 {5 » % :SEMI2 Amos 218548 » 2 3§ B £ chiirds pLE Mo
I A7d0 8 B Y ik ck ek R LR o

52 EiReNTE RE»R

LT F A 47 (CFAB I * R & B3] enif & 1RIE - @ % Amos 214788 » 1 B~ P iz 3+
;2 (maximum likelihood estimation; MLE) % #4 ¥ (bootstrap)i# & & ~ £ &z 3+ 2 (MLE)# 7 & &
(interaction) 4" 47 » -2 ehfieif B ARZE R & 4 24 ehfie i A (2= 135.942, DF = 54, ¥%DF = 2.517, P=
0.000, GFI = 0.962, AGFI = 0.936, CFI = 0.985, RMSEA = 0.053 » p* ie-Hi58 ¢ 7 5 - B R £ 4p ik
REFAA L RBRIDR LS 0)(LA09) - 5Ming »or g E % A RHREFT E
#]eniz & (Cronbach’s a) ~ a2k 2 R B[22k %2 o § & » %518 Cronbach’s a (i 4 #cig i i SPSS
20 R8 8)3 BRI EGRE > TP ERERA DR LT RE S B P HEME M E TIOHE
Feg (B47)-

%7 BRBAOR AR (A =544)



R RPN TR

Heo (B35 8P ) Cronbach’s K

o AR B B Frg
IBTP : + % 3 &-chifeds pEF v (4) 0.902 0.902 0.825 0.697
IBTU : a4 & &-chfieds iE§ 1% (5) 0.912 0.913 0.804 0.677
IBIP (DEPT) : 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
< WA it B RER
(A drde B B 24 %) (1)
IBIU (DEPT) : 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
WA Sehibede LR LR
(4742 B Y 2% e %) (1)
IBIPD : = %2 Rehih 37 dech 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
et LR REE (1)
IBIUD : jbiF & & 47 do e 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

[ AN )

3 #7% Cronbach’so &% SPSS 21 fichy #5 o

- dg@ % 0 74 Cronbach’s o~ & 72 B B % 78 P $H8 40 b b ) & > fb4ciE 0.7 %73 T
BRB PR RARE 05 RiPlEE > AL AT EMARET X iR E (7 Cronbach’s o >
0.902; ® &z & >0902; 7 B $Ha44p b b | & >0.804; T3o% L EBF >0677) %F ~F
T A TR B A G e 0 % B TR G R S ROk -

MM dRd B - G DTSR F PR T S Eoda NG B H B G RARM T 2
KM HubR > BEFEFRERANEF % B2cR o £8 Ko IBIPD2 IBIP(DEPT) & 4p B ch-T
£.0.839 > IBIUD#? IBIU(DEPT) 2 4p B -7 = £ 0.803 » 77 % % F] I %7 %] & 5 e 37 Jo Brds B R 2,
FRE e S (A TIrE B 2a k)M HRE > s 2 B I 8o

#8 ®WPRAR: THOFBIFEI @hpiEs BApK T 2 E (Jk A dk =544)

o IBTP IBTU IBIP IBIU IBIPD IBIUD
(DEPT) (DEPT)

IBTP 0.486

IBTU 0.077 0.458

IBIP (DEPT) 0.319 0.053 1.000

IBIU (DEPT) 0.057 0.372 0.135 1.000

IBIPD 0.260 0.039 0.839 0.100 1.000

IBIUD 0.058 0.279 0.114 0.803 0.097 1.000

L R MgE (AER) ARuiEe THRREIFESHT S E



AN IR P EERE R

¥ ¢b o M 4e— 38 Amos 21 $it 48 Bootstrap 2 4 % B2 BI3R(PC 2 BC & 2 2 G % & 3937
% 95% > FEeAp R A 2,000 %) 0 KT AT T#ﬁs FApl Gl ERF > BAe 7 1(Px 24
M) stk A m e 2 B L % W »ck (Torkzadeh, Koufteros, & Pflughoeft, 2003) -

53 Xk F2RBOEHFEKR

AP REOEB T ARAF A o GREEREBFR(DE > B
T2 “ﬁ% PERE2Z T G X k22 % 8 (common method variance; CMV) 22 58 @ W3k en¥ ¢ 4 o
AT AT R EHEA S AT E)WP A E KA BB A BN EAE P R
BORAEE R e L2 SN R JF 0t MCMV e £ g3 SRl (Harmons test) 2 2 #1353
CFAZ H 73+ HAICFAV i HiF x> 2 % B (CMV)iE'Jéé(Chen et al., 2012; Kim & Kankanhalli,
2009; Podsakoff et al., 2003; Verhagen & van Dolen, 2011) - 5 & » #-975 FHc 2 = (> A {772
(principle components analysis; PCA):i& {7 #f % 1+ %] & 4 47 (exploratory factor analysis; EFA)» 11 3=z
EFHNRE-FFLHE- FF ) S ST RBE -SSR B R %P
- BEEEEI21%EE > T AP R F MG X F 22 K L (common method bias) - # =% o # 7
F]F 2 H T3 R E HCA k@ T F A 47 (CFA) » Bk e FlF BN e R k2 4 2 ()
FHNE RIS EAIEN g AEL T A+ E0AES R BSR40 9 TR o BT
iR 0 0T L IRIEET 0 0 RdechR R T 4 HE g ko= (Chen et al,, 2012 Kim &
Kankanhalli, 2009; Podsakoff et al., 2003; Verhagen & van Dolen, 2011) - F]* » = 7 B[ 4p 7 CMV
7R3 R 4R 4R B % 07 >t (Chen et al., 2012; Kim & Kankanhalli, 2009; Podsakoff et al., 2003;
Verhagen & van Dolen, 2011) -

% 9 BIEREHRFELTFIZ A 7(CRA) S S (1~ i =544)

i +2@E() DF 4IDF P GFI AGFI CFl RMSEA
B3k e B H03) 135.942 54 2517 0.000 0962 0936 098  0.053
H 760 e 3174853 65 48.844 0.000 0501 0.301 0.438  0.297
78R epeif RARE P 2 = <3 >005 >09 >09 >09 <008

Ay AT IR EELZ R - BFSF b (FJr et al., 2010; Verhagen & van Dolen, 2011) o

5.4 B3k B3R

B A (SEM)AR ™ Kk 3t B HCA 2 RIREGK o A 2 SEM BCAIEK 0 £ % 210
i B T B 1 y31 (Hla), y41 (H1b), v42 (H2a), y32 (H2b), |343 (H3a), P34 (H3b) » B35 (H4a), y51
(H4b), p46 (H5a), y62 (H5b) » %2 4 P43 =B34 - ‘5 T & ik J° iz 3+ (offending estimates) I % —i%- £
FREY SR F S RREC R FAEA 0952 1R 2 i iRl e f i
% B BE T 1 AE T fic(Skew) 2 £ JE 4 Hic(kurtosis) & ¥ B 45 3t 1> 4 g £ (Multivariance) i+ %7 & (c.r..)
13.264>5 > E ¥ 355 ¥ 05 5 ~ 224 3R % (Dillon, Kumar, & Mulani, 1987; FJr et al., 2010) -
A~ PiE (MLE) 2 480w & 3+ #£02 (bootstrap ML method)#4, {7 1% X (interaction) fz 3+ » i
LB EE K Rk e A2 R SFEEE EERECEFPE > K ak A



F o 4% & 2,000 % > ¥ H & MLE # bootstrap & % 582 £ £ (SE-SE)3& /] *+ & % ++ 0.001 »
B84 5 A 2F L > MLE j i3 3+ % % 7 42 (Good, 2006; Kline, 2010) -

FALS % BT SR § A4 il B (2= 174.798, DF = 59, y?/DF =2.963, P = 0.000, GFI
= 0.953, AGFI = 0.927, CFI = 0.979, RMSEA = 0.060) (& % 12) - % 5 &2 i* g /= 4 #ic(y 2 P)& 4
WA SR PSR 8 A Gl RP L 20 BT ol 2 ok k o R B AR
B Rk o RS Gy £ B) BRECBFP B t B2 RE 2 BGRAIEES - M7
410 ¢ o

IBI(DEPT)
IBT W RLE REE
2 A e , (33742
R3” = 26% B Im#scsk)
IBIPD
_ + RF Feh -
TL=05 st en \g"'s“ R1® = 85%
IBTP et pEF X ER IBIP(DEPT)
4 BF Fih | % BE Fen
rde BLY M Y31-013 et PR R
- fnde ya1=-005 / (3454 22
- BR ' BB SE)
| B34 =007
IBTU B43=008] | R?=83%
WA D y32=-0.01 IBIU(DEPT)
x-S ya2=0.20 WA Fih
Rl BER — 2 3EN
CEL R ER oo (B 47ic
. AP DL A B @ik
Ap 2 e sgr | i s / R EE@IE)
Y62 =053 Birdein 7 Bas=0.79
e BER &R

W 2 &3 AR S % (n=544)

%010 B RIS % (1 & # = 544)

B BT B R B R R tE R

ok B Bk ok HEWiS M¥E P

Hla IBTP — IBIP (DEPT) 0.130 0.430 0.560 0.130 (ya) P=0.001 6.045 *4F

H1lb IBTP — IPIU (DEPT) -0.048 0.043 -0.005 -0.048 (ys1) P=0.055 -2204 i
(ns.) E S

H2a IBTU — IBIU (DEPT) 0.196 0.420 0.616  0.196 (y,) P=0.001 8295 *4F

H2b IBTU — IBIP (DEPT) -0.011 0.042 0.031  -0.011(ys) P=0575 -0562 &
(ns.) s

H3a IBIP(DEPT) 0.076 0.000 0.077  0.076 (Bss) P=0.001 5120 %

— IBIU (DEPT)
H3b IBIU (DEPT) 0.068 0.000 0.069  0.068 (Bs) P=0.001 5120 %%
— IBIP (DEPT)
H4a IBIPD — IBIP (DEPT) 0.840 0.004 0.844  0.840(Bs) P=0.001 42.353 %



H4b  IBTP — IBIPD 0.512 0.000 0512 0.512(ysy) P=0.001 12.268 F*
H5b  IBIUD — IBIU (DEPT) 0.786 0.004 0.790  0.786 (Bss) P=0.001  35.975 F*
H5b  IBTU — IBIUD 0.531 0.000 0531  0.531(yes) P=0.001 12.836 ¥

% HEOF E B S $20u > 2 (bootstrap ML method) i & > 12 EFHEE L AFEF 2% P E o

PC confidence level = 95, BC confidence level

LL ’F#‘%w‘m m/? Fé‘ 2 % &E_l_
% 3 {F sk (H1b, H2b) 25 4 2

IBTU #4353 &
IBIP (DEPT)(&- 3¢ 1t

g
IBIU (DEPT)({& 2% it
(DEPT) (- i+ B
iT %8 P35 =0.84, B F)  IBTP 3 7|+ it
IBIUD &3 7] &
g 5 IBIP(DEPT)(Jfﬂ—g

fbrds LR LR (AT ITio 2 B

SIS P 0 AR A PN R R

S LB A Sl R e G e A e R LS E R JE T I

“ W\
5.5 ¢ 4 %3k R (test of mediators)

LRI A YA S it de chiteds BT L AF(IBIPD) 2 b A 5 eh 45 do chite s LT L AF

(IBIUD)# 77 ¢ 4 % #icch® £ »c % (%3

N) o % WA & s R e (IBTP)# 8
% )[IBIP(DEPT)] 17 4% > % (0.430) * ** 2 %25 % (0.130) 0 & 7 & F # fi2c%k » & Tdq = Bg 5o
4o enfieds PR R BE(IBIPD)E_ % % A Schifbrds LR Mo (IBTP)2 % R g Sochifbrds EE 2B (>
Mo JpdE A Shibrds R M e (IBTU)J,;ZE&K
*¢ »2 % )[IBIU(DEPT)]:h /% 4% »c % (0.420) + ** E #»

47 doentbets R 3B (1BIUD) b i & 5 chibeds
¢ 5<% )[IBIU(DEPT)] & & e 4 %

trice B
WA et Y RAE(A T8 B
(0.196) » # 7+

B o

¢ F,zklﬁ
STTIRRTTIE Y
T T T
RHI2 AT T R
B M A R ILBTE 0 RS

F o IBTP pess#
0.13, 3 ¥) > IBTP 1&ikss » f » @8 IBIU (DEPT)(# 2% 1
w g 4 IBIU (DEPT)(H5 2 1+

B e P43 = 0.08, B F) > @
BT 8 B34 = 0.07, 5 %) > IBIPD {83 7] & o

% B IBIU (DEPT)(H5 3

LEREF P AGEr 5 2 RNIMA D 4
&

% 2% )[IBIP(DEPT)] & B én¥ 4 % dc -

¢ ik AW bEAS
LY M (IBTU)E b A S antrd by LR (AN 3748 B

% 1986 # ¢4 Baron £ Kenny % Ir & 1 eh= ¥ Z e iR
FOEES TR

NN

=05 Hirlk ik A= fic i 2,000 % s ns. k& oF A A E

~ i B3k (H1a, H2a, H3a, H3b, H4a, H4b, H5a, H5b)# £ 3% »
BT e y3l =

% 195 58 IBIP (DEPT)({& 2 it

4;_"‘&/},41 - 005' 4 %?.?) '

IBIU (DEPT) 1&/#c35 ¥ 1t
% chP: 8 IBIPD(HR 2 it j s fadic yS1 = 0.51, & %)

R2=28% -

SR S

T A St BE LR (A 702 B

ik (2Qp #

BT B y42=0.20, B F) 0 IBTU f&icsss § v
L g y32 =-0.01, 7 & ¥) > IBIP (DEPT) &3 o

W g 5 IBIP

e 5

% B IBIP (DEPT)(H5 38  §2

Be S % 8 B46=0.79, B ¥) IBTU % 7|3 & v
BeJ 8 y62 = 0.53, B ¥)- WA HCAI ¥ IBIP (DEPT) % B cjzif 4
A =85% - A8 #7344 IBIU (DEPT) %8 chfzf 4 % R,2=83% 44834 IBIPD %3
a4 5 R =26% > #AEHCAI 4 IBIU (DEPT) % R chjaf#+ %

PR LT < WA FoiEs i LA T B ¥ 5% )[IBIP(DEPT)] fh# A &
% 2<%)[IBIUDEPT)]A ¢ B - sty §4p 5 25 > e B 042 & 4p
Wik AT AT A

4-; 3

@ A4
RPTH T R Q) p R A
PSRBT R A A3 Rl p i i
PREDPRETELIARF ORL T2 A, 2xsk F Rl
Pk o Rl DAY 4 R B GEISE R

o



FooruhAm3chp REP EEHI2 5P REP R PO B TR ERET &

R TR A sk (F 0 Aup R¥hP AET L ARERRE T2 A k)
Heopldchp LA 11 b %22 Amos 21 s 3 (7.4 1‘#1‘%‘—'“‘] BT RFzZ B%p e L (R £ 10)-
%011 ¢ 4 Sl (1 A B = 544)

HI p R s % #c B Adjusted R? Sig. RS % B Adjusted R*? Sig.
< A& BiFE &

IBTP  IBIPD 0.485 0.234 0.000 IBTU IBIUD 0.506 0.255 0.000

IBTP  IBIP(DEPT) 0.538 0.288 0.000 IBTU IBIU(DEPT) 0.585 0.341 0.000

IBTP  IBIP(DEPT) 0.122 0.850 0.000 IBTU IBIU(DEPT) 0.544 0.383 0.000

IBIPD 0.857 0.000 IBIUD 0.212 0.000

HH3 PRI RAAPHITH I 25T 0 2 g RPHP BT E SO IR F R BIPE TR P 4 ik e

(£ hp S8 B BT A HF O RIAER (220 4 k)

5.6 #-38»xR £ 47 (cross-validation analysis)£? Bollen-Stine P & & it

B0 BRENCA SR AR g & F o cuE sk (Diamantopoulos et al., 2000; FJr et al., 2010) -

FoF T ORI

(1) BEAIFE T 1 H — HOA e — 48 A RS 2] 5 1T 00 4 ] ed HA R R R A o
() WRERE D AR - R GRS 55 A SR Y LAY 4R

Rl B e A o

() »eka Bt t v H - HAIRT RAR AV LSRR R S X e Bt - R
BLME s X NA B IBEA SR A A S w ot skt A 2070 IR R e

B o

(4) 7o - Bt o 02 P RCAE A PR A GRS R TR R AR R 4RI RIEE

Ll ﬁ‘ “‘—m] ﬁ‘*llifi °

SRR B G AR o ¥ b FIL P ERF((P < 0.05)F i A4
B e » Vo £ AR ATid 2 > A7 3 Bollen-Stine PER 28 P & > 3 R
2,000 + = EAREA Rheph A+ S E o B2 P=1000(>005) #EM P i F ST
e~ “7ig & (Bollen & Stine, 1992) o 3% HCA| (1% * B = 544) ~ "7 BT ehad R A(nl =

262>n2 =282)H- A ~ATH{ & ¢ 4 BB (Y AR B A4 R A 2 AR xr—‘kﬁ 297 1> Bl3E) ~

BRI TER R A7 R ¢ 4 RHHEAIZ & ¢ 4 A 2 Bollen-Stine P R 2 £

BT R RIGFRCAIfe A R Ap IR L A 12
£ 12 S Ao peil A4 Reng %t R (3 A dc =544, 262, 282, 297)

13 7 DF 4DF P GFI AGFI CFl  RMSEA
B ) o 174798 59 2963 0000 0953 0927 0979  0.060
(n=544) (+ p43=p34) ECVI = 0.440 < ECVI (# = #4]) = 10.378

Bollen-Stine P & & & : 64.509 59 1.09 1.000 0.99 0.97 1.000

0.01



(£ B43 =B34)

AR

Fp A e 1

(n1=262) (£ pB43=Pp34)

Fpk A e 2

(N2 =282) (4 B43=p34)

T (EE SR SRS 3

(n=544) (£ p43=p34)
PRt B
AR R S S

(n3=297) (4 P43 =p34)

PR - AL

RIRF AR A R4 A

(n3=297) (4 P43 =p34)

T8 e i R EIE °

ECVI=0.24

102.231 59 1.733

ECVI=0.637 <ECVI (i =

113.265 59 1.920

ECVI=0.631<ECVI (i =

147.163 59 2.494

ECVI =0.389 < ECVI (i =

72.237 59 1.224

ECVI =0.460 < ECVI (jp =

58.166 59 0.986

ECVI=0.413<ECVI (i =

a5 * <3

0.000 0.943

}o4l) = 10.472

0.000 0.941
#7)) = 10.628
0.000  0.960
#7)) = 8.152
0115  0.963
#1)) = 12.024
0506  0.970
#4)) = 9.759
>005 >0.9

0.912

0.909

0.938

0.943

0.954

>0.9

0.984

0.981

0.980

0.996

1.000

>09

0.053

0.057

0.052

0.028

0.000

<0.08

3% 1 #(Fretal., 2010; Verhagen & van Dolen, 2011) » ECVI - #p

57 pul & IBTHIBIF B% R hLi BT

SRR PR EE Al e (IBT) ¥ #rd phE 2 (1B R
e BN f’*)ﬂ"fkf?*‘iff' A §h 2t *al_g
A G AR e (T BER2T20 2 L BERT20) 0 TR A 45 2 R L iR

TH - s (FAT

41 (Output) 8 B # 4v 9 iF ¥+ £ «fe-R +* (Critical ratios for differences) » i %
& (Interface Properties...
different path diagrams for different groups) »

7):

(D) R4sBERHEA(2H 544 =) £
y?= 174.798, DF = 59, y*/DF =2.963, P = 0.000, GFI

RMSEA = 0.060 ; 2453 it & /& 4 y31= 0.11(AF %), y41 = - 0.04(7 & %), y42= 0.18(4 ¥),

)— H @

(Misc) 4R & & 2
T RE T

P43 =P34 -

%% (B Tl

T

= 0.953, AGFI =

% #5375k 4p ¥ (expected cross-validation indices)

Wi R LR AR
RS L et T o AL MR EE
AR B
#AL(View)—> & 14

Lo Pem*—;-%}g*ﬁ # I eh s T B (Allow

S A VSRR o

0.927, CFI

= 0.979,

32 = - 0.01(7 & %), p43 = 0.07(k2 ¥), P34 = 0.07( %), B35= 0.79 (A ¥), y51 = 0.49 (% ¥),

BA6=0.79 (A ¥), v62=0.51 (3 ¥), %

(2) 7 HEMKAER ©)
2= 235.907, DF = 118, ¥?/DF =1.999, P = 0.000, GFI

BT 4 y31= 0.12(85 ), y41 = - 0.05(3 A7 %), y42= 0.13(AF ¥), y32
=0.55 (8 ¥), p46=
24% -

RMSEA = 0.043 ; 2-45 3 i 2
=-0.02(# & %), p43 = 0.08(2F ¥), P34 = 0.08(% ¥), p35=0.78 (% ¥), vy51
0.80 (& %), v62=0.44 (% ¥),
(3) * MFHM WL (2721) :

£ BA3 =P34 o

FEBRRRS=
£ B43 =B34 -

%8 278 Ry2=85%, R2=

=0.938, AGFI =

85%, R2? = 84%, R3? = 29%, R4? =

83%, Rs? = 26%, R42 = 28% -

0.904, CFI =

0.979,



v?=235.907, DF = 118, ¥?/DF =1.999, P = 0.000, GFI = 0.938, AGFI = 0.904, CFI = 0.979,
RMSEA = 0.043 ; 2-48 38 1t g2 /= % y31=0.11(& %), y41 = - 0.02(# & %), y42= 0.24(% ¥), y32
= 0.004(* & ¥), 43 = 0.06(%8 %), P34 = 0.06(%F ¥) > , P35= 0.80 (&8 ¥), y51 = 0.42 (% %),
B46=0.72 (& %), y62= 0.58(%F ¥), Ri2 = 86%, % & f2# R,%=83%, Rs? = 23%, Rs2=33% -

AR 2 RS TR S 2RI Gl R R T R B S ARG A
TP AE DR T RS o RS0 EBA ] IBT ¥ 1Bl 2R 8 i g s Rl
B R PR F,(yA?)l vA42, yAS1, BA3S5, yA62, BA46° 2 yB31, yB42, yB51, BB35, yB62, fB46) >

TR RS i BB R o IR Z EAPN4 13 e
B ARy EANL ST A EHEA R r Y e (IBT)H trd B8 X AE(1BI)
8 R PR BT i lie(YB3L ¢ YASL, YBA2 ¢ YAAR)(RA BV 0 EAF 3 4TE o
SET o At KB BEASOIBTHIBl i BRPFBAR  BuFE L L8 &
TSR 2 95% kB2 T oA RF B (R /9 Bt ZehB i E =-0.092<1.96)
A8 EFAS( LT HRA e 28 E =2404 > 1.96 )8 % E% A3 o d
B3R T LMt F4 HMPFA St IBTHIBl e BB FB A F 4204 Wi 54 BT
Bl G B BB R o

# 13 2 § 5 FREAIRE G B e

s “}ﬁﬁ

YA31 YA42 YAs1 Bass YA62 Bads

(0.115)  (0.132)  (0.546)  (0.783)  (0.443)  (0.798)

YB31 -0.092
(0.1112)

YB42 2.404
(0.239)

YB51 -1.538
(0.422)

Bess 0.496
(0.802)

VB62 1.687
(0.577)

Beas -1.937
(0.716)

23X 0 (1)yast, Yad2, Yast, Pass Yasz, Pass & 5 IEEWHAI(n1 = 272) cnpt s Mdic o
(2)vB31, YBa2, YB51, P35, YB62, Prac = * HF M BRI (N2 = 272) e pe jT T e ©
B)™ & Tl N & TR T e iE Y b FER I hdic o

ALE N PRIERAPRANLZE ZOGHEA L6 277 HF L

g .



A
IBT
# 03 4+ SO Y 3 &L
1BI
A
E:3
# 02 4+
*
58
R
0.1 4+

v

SR -3 BEis A&
3R PR AS AR 5 AHRE T thlic o B O5%01 KT
A RAR(ZGHE<1I)REELE >
WRAER(ZHBHE>196)F BEFLE -
Heom cPEL S thlicy 5 RE T thik o

W3 5 &IBTHIBIZ REFRANLE VR

6.3 @& 8w

AR R R ERETAPM RN B B R SRR A HEH
e PR D ek o DR BT e R Tk (DY MR RS & § AT 5 AREOD B o
WE O AT Db R Y PR BRI R F AT [ ¥ prenak T (2)%]‘545%‘:;3’1?%" R irie
BRI S by LA (3 4 8 mﬂr‘%; WA SIBTRIERIE & § it B
ek enlBly F AT R 5 R (4)L KA BB BEE S .‘rﬁ:@é#’w#rffﬂfﬁ%?i‘ﬁ LR hfir
BRI B DA TS B o k)P o R B 4 3RA P A I ok o HA
rds PR e LR B R IRk 2§ RATI DR R e LE B IR (TTP) e+ & * |4
(Jones et al., 2003; Rook & Fisher, 1995; B. Verplanken & Herabadi, 2001) - ¥ ¢t > d 3t 5g i A& 7
Jes 'GI_"_'_%‘?:%%?TTI_“_'_E‘% VB AR B RSy 9 R SR P AT SR ainE
1 A2 i eide ik 2o 2 BB R I o

B AT RER Y Gk B At hlbrd Y hE J SRR K IEY B Y I vk
RERRATIO R RAD L GERT LA UREF L FHE - F15 F Sk d B RATIe
EORAeBREONRE L o Mg SR LR RERR R R AT L RE TR e 1
AL BEGEREES R NET 0 LSS 0 A R R S 0Tk 2 A4 donk o
R Y AR OE YRStk P BB TR T RE O WA SA b A ok R
B LR R F AT R TR AE Rk B A Bk SNl £ 0k % 0 b O B 3T e dhibeds T
LR REAIRFOEHEY LR L REFHLE - P bR KERRBREL > EP A
1 endiem A Fre(L £ 4% 45) -
oo BRALD I Y ¢ S rd R M e AR G - 40 B (Beatty & Elizabeth Ferrell,
1998; Punj, 2011; Rook & Fisher, 1995; Sharma et al., 2010; B. Verplanken & Herabadi, 2001) > 4=

ERZECR o Y St D E oy Shate gl ol RSN CRC LR SRR R L= CR A I SR el o)
AR EF 7RG IV BRLERNE T AR EFTAHLEFR (L)



% B A Fonfrhe R e (IBTP)3 713 & v i 8% B Senird B R (A 47der B
% 22 % )[IBIP(DEPT)](H1a) 5 (2)+ %A Fenifrds e § 1w (IBTP) &M # | » B B 2 5
ﬁ@ﬁ&ﬁ%@%ﬁﬁ#&éiﬁ ¢3¢ % )[IBIU(DEPT)](H1b) » fe B& /= e #ic s 7 38 % 5 (3)ib
B A St R M e (IBTU)S Z) 3 0 v e 803 A 5 onfieds R L (A5 374e s B 2 1235
¢ % )[IBIU(DEPT)] (H2a); (4) 4% A 5 chitbeds B § 48 o (IBTU)HRMCSS ¥ § » enB B4 A b
frds LS R FE(AA 3740 B ¥ 103 c2c & )[IBIP(DEPT)](H2b) » e i e adic s # 2% 2 (5)* %4
St PR R BE (A 7402 B 7 1 % ¢c % )[IBIP(DEPT)] 2 M A& 5 enfirds B 2R (>0
37 de 2 B 2 L e % )[IBIU(DEPT)] » ot B 433 4 1 % cidp 3 82485 (H3a &2 H3b) 5 (6) % ™

A S8 g A b 3T de e BET AR Bt PR M 02 rds BEE L o % B 4 A o
AiEr 5 ()% MR 52 bk A Sinfiets BT Mo S r8s BT AR S AT o u| F1E L

AR PR RERET  ARAS(Z<196)F EEEFLE  pEFAS (z> 96 )%
LB A AR R Wb A S LIBTHIBIND 28 5 R bR 1 BT folic
F A& EIBTHIBISE #2885 A bl 8 L BT i o

¥ =0 50 sk#HA sk (cross-validation) s A&7 % i §  «huz 2k (Diamantopoulos et al.,
2000; Flretal., 2010) % {712 ™ & (DB T (R4 7 Bk & 5 33 00~ ] ik & )(nl =262 -
N2 = 282) ; (QWAE /L GTH & ® 4 RENHCD) 5 Q) 4 B L(FTH A ~)(n3 =297) ; (4)
Y- A (GTHOR P4 R BHCLRGE AR A )(N3=297) Rl R B ehpe il R o G b i
RIRET B ECAF AR o Vb0 FIL P EHFP <0.05)7 it AHE B 7 i e o
ST R ABcS Tig & A7 12 Bollen-StineP EH iz P o o 3 R4%$2,0005 +
BV R A+ S B0 118 P=1.000(>005) FEMP P A F ST A RS g A
(Bollen & Stine, 1992) -

FCE BB AT BARme F A AFTET B ERYILHNEE K (7
Foc S B A B ) B R g 0 B AR TR T BRSO B abAA bR B 2 2 2071 BBk
1 FE A NA SRR A Snbrd Y DR H S AP R AT 0 < R R i
o (IBTP) € 58 Z) ¥ & w DB 82 B g Senflrds BEE & A (A 47402 B 2 10 3% o
%)[IBIP(DEPT)] » 4 & s-chiffrds e % (IBTU) § & ch@ i A & cnfbede BT R BF (A0
el B 124 cxc % )[IBIUDEPT)] k@ > + A& Fentrd B LA (R 4rdr 2 B ¥ 2%
»2 % )[IBIP(DEPT)] & jb i+ & &-chibrds B & AR (AT 4740 82 B 3§ 3235 92 % )[IBIU(DEPT)] »
FEF RSy e afps PRV Birfonird MY L AFEFEE» PEFHET &
FEGA ST B B %) > L 040 A1 otk > QR BRLAF 0 BASLENRYES
ieds LR M Bl AT 6 (AR BEB R A Sarh b LA T 0 BT M &
A s B Uit 4 F el 2 WA SR A Solrd Y LR OB F R R AR
TRE LT A LN AFRTED Y A RE(AFY P LSBTt e R L) 0 4 A
g ER o

B bErPERE RN R O £ R o Rk R ERRINRE
Sl BB R F R F o R EA I (ARENEL R A - RS Vel
RAAMN W chfig® o Flpt > AP 2R FA AV LY B RGarck S ReniTio s TR
Gk F ke R g Tl B e Y AR R AR 5T @A GRS RLT  hiiER R g

&
s

iww Y
A~ =k
&5
m‘k‘f ~=b



R CEEMER T ASSRBDET S
TRF|E R KL
AEF R - B S F R R RE RN A3 LEF PR R LR G
F AP A L R O A ok ko Dl T SRR R R SN d 0 2 1R ehg 2 (B. Verplanken
& Herabadi, 2001) 2 4 & A B en@ 584 >3 WwEr e ¥ 7 5 o A3 7 5 2% (TRA) (Ahrholdt,
2011; Ajzen & Fishbein, 1980; Fishbein & Ajzen, 1975; Lei, Jingxiao, & Ruyang, 2011) » & B + {7
BOHBEAST R W AR A I RFRFL O AFTRY PP HT I W RITIFEEZR
ek o 4 K 4o BFd Y R R (Hostler et al., 2011; Nafari & Shahrabi, 2010) > & & & 52 »
¥ OoAFTELENE- FREIAREARE HEFASOREER P RIS ZE D
PFAFOEFEY ARTHOE A2 FERY bk omird il R RiE X KA SE R 5
BATIoanrh LY LR A A B Rk niirh Y LA BN G N E - KRB ARV £
A EEBEFAS T REY FENAAE AL S ERE LT TR FFET R
B T ¢ 8P HrmahE Blrc %k (J. A Lee & Kacen, 2008) °
Bz AT R P X EMha R4 R x&?{ REE R oF- & L g
L r(k A6) e TR R R R R TR 2 2 A (CMV) A BB T ® ay (e F]pt oo
AFIREHES A AT EED)NmE > TAF KA E B A SDFEN A B L e
AL UE AL NEEE fﬁ."l "% LCMV > I # s AP (Harmon's test) 2 = %3 #2
ACFAZ H ] 3 #ACFAV > R 72 2 2 % £ (CMV) | 2 (Chen et al., 2012; Kim &
Kankanhalli, 2009; Podsakoff et al., 2003; Verhagen & van Dolen, 2011) = 5 & » #-#75 fHcrid =
{» 4 47 ;% (principle components analysis; PCA):& {745 & [+ %] & & 47 (exploratory factor analysis;
EFA)» MR £ F WNRE- FZNE- FlE ) < fHcehgE g o :‘%H%Iﬁu% B %% >
BERAREOE - BFIEEERI%AEEE > X AP EOPFRFIRG £ F 22 % £ (common
method bias) = X & » 34 (7 RIFEHCR] TSR L F1 & A 49 (CFA) » % &m0 B3R ehs F] 3 §03) efe
FAREDAF 2 EOARLE TS (R R EL) D 2 E(L A9 R RIS T AT
T ST REHBR TR AMAE R R G AN B LB X 2 R
(CMV) R &L » % 530 & §2 B A A7 5 3 TLAT#k 0147 2 e ol o
Peeh o B AT RS S IR DR 2 AP Y AR AT R
ik % Bc(skew) 2 *# fi % #Bic(kurtosis) en% ¥ @350 301 > % % F (Multivariance) /- %7 & (c.r..) = 13.264
>5 07 FAETERE FWARALY F AV EARR TR AT HE Y Amos 21
TR B~ PEi 5 302 (MLE) 2 2 $ i (Bootstrap)ii & i .~ #0622 (MLE)$, {7 #-3) ehid (v F 34 »
WLE R ¥ B2 M Sk E > NAL VRFELHSEEE A W AHRE R ok
kehp E e
i AT RARPFLEPERBBFL 2o c FA AFTd FEFHERNEL D
Hibrk R AR XL MY TR VRS RIS LH LRI RE WA M LY RES

ELUD SN %lm/@i TRABEL G EF DO EY 75 o ¥ - 0 JUFR j\'ﬁ P AP TR
A RBEF RS (R F S Aok )niF sk AR T B A H - 2% (85

»x 4 2 & g s ) (Climaco, 2004; Kahneman & Tversky, 1979; Karmarkar & Tormala, 2010; Zhao &
Meyer, 2007) > i& {7 » 3t « $=2 > WA B K F > A5 ¥ § EHHA FIMPARE 2 AR



ENES RS ECa i P3N (CRURE SR el RN SN Y
FVEFR) b AT R g B EGaeE 2 AT 4 TR R LR 50 {4

EHAd B Rm et LT R RGON Fo A B e S EERR ARSI ET AR
FHF Pl R RE O B ERYEGE LR R A FEPE Y G e 48
PHER T A (Pl EMF  REGERRL CGEER TLEW EF AR A3

44 %) (Lo et al., 2011; Michael et al., 2006; Nafari & Shahrabi, 2010; Sloot et al., 2005; Wood,
1998) o ¥ ¢t s RIFARF T OB EF BT L F A MM R LE R ALK L E)T L BP
frds PR 1o i LR (J. A Lee & Kacen, 2008) » ¥ 7 fr At B4 (Rt PR > BRI L)
i § o g R o4 § 3 7 F R F(Argo, Dahl, & Manchanda, 2005; J. A. Lee & Kacen, 2008;
Luo, 2005) A k¥ L AR T HH AR L F R 2 A RAERTA (¢ 77 I®Z2 AT BEFR)E

i Henrd R LT G r AR -



st A RIE g

#E 1:

IBTP : 4 % & 5-ehiflrds f§ o o
AT

IBTPL : s § php < oA it v L o

MR

IBTP2 : A g AR % 4 1 e TFd S {FEE o

IBTP3: s\ 4 P v &4l F + B g if o

IBTP4 : pitge v i R AR R - 90 TR &

3% (Honkanen et al., 2012; Tafesse & Korneliussen, 2012; B. Verplanken & Herabadi, 2001) (2
RE 2

IBTU : jpi4 & F-enfird pf M o

Rl EfE ¢

IBTUL : FlE5ime 28 ASFRFHH {37904 o

PR E RS

IBTU2 : A f8 § end died e G4 2 Fatang 4 foo

IBTU3 : i * & Senpflf 222 58 ARGy 2 ptab g £ Boo

GIRREER S

IBTU4 : A5 F @ F@rf A orif cnd 58 S 0 - A RET

IBTUS : i % » A% E g~ 3G AR A 58 50 -
2% (Ruvio et al., 2008; Tian et al., 2001) (12 37)

RE 3
- Gt R TR RAL BRI GAN < KA (Mot B E) R A S(Be D AT E A S
) efird LY B AR o

IBIP (DEPT) [& IBIU (DEPT)] : + B (& i) A S nfrds i R AE(A 37402 B 2 % %) -
CEP (& CEU) : + A (& ) A 5 ks Tock o

PITE S R RgR g IR 3 %D

CEP1 (&« CEUL) : 100% + 7 47 °

CEP2 (28 CEU2) : 80%¥ 6.87547 > @ 20%¢ 7547 -

IEP (¢ IEU) @ % B (& )& 5 3ok o

B FEP
H L T5%F 75470 @ 25% T ik~ I 2;
HF2: T KR E - 7

IEP21 (& IEU21) : 100% ¥ 5.5 47

IEP22 (& IEU22) : 80%F 547, m 20%¢ 7.547 -
IBIPO (&% IBIUO) : = F (& f4¥) A 5k i B § chifrds 5§ AR
IBIPD (2 IBIUD) : + R (& ) A &5 7 47pE§ chibede pEE B[ 712 CEP1(& CEUl)#pk » i



AEERAN]
53t (Kahneman & Tversky, 1979; Park et al., 2011) (i3 ) -



RIE 4

Lt

el (1) T2 S

=3 (1)AE - ()BAl - (3)AB I - (4)0 4] -

FE(RKR) (D) =18k (194 »(3)20 % » (4) 21 & » (5) 22 fk » (6) = 23 fk

3 h,ﬂ £3F(FT 5 %) ¢ (1)4,999(7 )~ 1T > (2)5,000-10,000% 12 T » (3) 10,000( 7 )~ 14 F o
T F R P (AR ELLII)HER * AT RBIE R A QR E1E2: AN FH L] M

SRR
@) il £33 Ak Erb | LA R > P SR FL P A BRI RY O ER- BRE D

&
(4)1CEP (*CEU)ZIEP (R IEU)# B A FF T30 N £ #7408 B ¥ »c % chiird B8 35

IBIP(DEPT)[# IBIU(DEPT)] -
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